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SHOULD the East be Westernized? Is Western Civilization suited
to the East? Is it possible to Westernize the East? If so, is it good
to do so ? Should Western education be imparted to the Oriental,
or should he be educated along his own lines ? Is the culture of one
group suited to another group ? Should the culture of one group
be imitated by or imposed upon another group ? Does not culture
contact lead to culture conflict? Does not safety lie in each group
evolving along its own lines, and being true to its own genius?

How very often does one come across such questions in current
discussions. In order to answer such questions it is necessary,
however, to define the terms, Eastern and Western, with reference
to civilization. One must know as clearly as possible what is meant
by Western Civilization before he can tell if it is good for the
Oriental or not.

But to seek to define such terms seems like questioning the
obvious. The concept of the division of civilization into Eastern
and Western has been so long in use and has so often been used by
so many different classes of peoples, from the popular journalist
to the more serious student of history and even the student of
science who is used to more accurate definition of terms, that it
has become almost an axiom of modern thought and language,
which it would be superfluous, if not pedantic, to seek to define.

And yet some definition, or approximation to it, is necessary if
the questions mentioned above are to be answered intelligently.
And the questions are not merely of academic interest, but of
practical import. For policies of administration and governance,
the relations, public and private, between 'groups of people, have